Site 2 (4IBX296) (Figure 2 ) was recorded as another area of short term use, utilized primarily as a lithic procurement area for chert extraction, core preparation and core reduction. Site 3 (4IBX297) (Figure 2 ) was described as a more extensive lithic procurement site with numerous cores and quarry blank fragments being noted and left in place (Smith and McDonald 1975). All indications are that this site, too, was utilized only on a temporary basis.
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Site 4 (41BX298) was found at the same elevation as Site 2, and is also a lithic procurement site, very small in size, with the lithic debris being very sparse and scattered. This site was also utilized only on a temporary basis.
FIELD METHODOLOGY AND RESULTS
Investigation of the project area included pedestrian survey and shovel tests in areas with potential for buried deposits. The survey was divided into three separate land parcels (Figure 1 ). Area A covered the 29-acre parcel at the south-west comer of the park; Area B covered the 1O.8-acre parcel on the northern most edge of the park; and area C covered the 7.2-acre parcel on the eastern side of the park.
The survey was conducted by two-and three-person teams traversing the property at 30-m intervals. The terrain in Areas A and B is extremely steep and rugged. Top soil is slight to none in these areas and subsequently no shovel tests were carried out in these areas. No occupation or activity sites were found in either of these two areas.
The terrain in Area C is flat to slightly undulating. This area was also surveyed using transects at 30-m intervals. Soil deposition varies from 0-50 cm in depth and a systematic shovel testing of this area was conducted at 30-m intervals. Thirty-two shovel tests were completed in this area, none of which produced cultural material.
The remains of a historic house are located in Area C (Figure 1 ). The building was constructed of stone and mortar. The remains consists of four walls, still partially standing, and a chimney. Construction method and surrounding surface artifact scatters, including glass fragments and ceramic sherds, indicate that the house was probably built in the late 1920s or early 1930s.
Trees growing inside and next to the structure have caused damage by pushing in portions of the stone walls. None of the wooden infrastructure of the This page has been redacted because it contains restricted information.
house is remaining, only the four partial outer stone walls and the stone fireplace lined with glazed fire bricks remain. The bricks used in the construction of the fireplace are imprinted with a "STANDARD" brand and are dated to between 1919 and 1931 (Gurcke 1987). The structure was photographed ( Figure 3 ) and a plan view of the four walls was drawn (Figure 4) . Because of the locations of already established features and the probability of additional features, a 30-m radius has been delineated as the site impact boundruy ( Figure 5 ). The site has been assigned the archaeological site trinomial 4IBX1138.
In addition to the survey conducted on the newly acquired properties, a reexamination and assessment of the four previously recorded sites in the park was conducted. Site 1 (4IBX295) was relocated and has apparently been scoured heavily by artifact hunters as there is very little remaining evidence of this site. Site 2 (4IBX296) was relocated and appears to be in stable condition with a close resemblance to the description given in the 1975 survey report (Smith and McDonald 1975) . Site 3 (41BX297) and site 4 (4IBX298) were also relocated and appear to have received little, if any, damage.
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Areas A and B are located in steep, rugged terrain with only slight soil deposition. Survey of these two areas produced no cultural material and no further work is recommended for these two areas. Area C is in a much flatter area with deeper soil deposits, 5 however, shovel testing in this area produced no buried cultural material.
Area C does contain a historic site with the remains of a standing house dating to the late 1920s or early 1930s. The building no longer retains structural integrity so as an architectural feature is not eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. However, further testing and archival research would be required to determine if, as a historic archaeological site, it is eligible for nomination to the National Register. Should the Parks and Recreation Department want to learn the history of the location for interpretive purposes, an archival project could be done.
RECOMMENDA nONS
No further work is recommended for Areas A and B. The following recommendations are made for site 41BX1l38.
1) If the site is not to be impacted by future park deVelopment, it is recommended that the site be fenced off to protect it from vandalism by park visitors.
2) If there is going to be nearby construction taking place in the park, then the site should be protected by a fence and/or by having an archaeologist monitor the critical phases of construction.
3) Should the site be impacted by park development, then a program of archival research and archaeological testing should be conducted. 
